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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may tje available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent tenm adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 August 2004 , 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11. 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1,3.4.6-10,12 and 16-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1.3.4.6-10.12 and 16-21 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con-ection is required If the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The enclosed detailed action is in response to the Amendment submitted on August 25, 
2004 and the Information Disclosure Statement submitted on September 7, 2004. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 10, 12, 16 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ingerman (USPN: 5,636,361). 

Regarding claims 10, 12 and 20-21, Ingerman discloses a memory array (memory array is 
comprised of References 34, 42, 48 and 52 in Figure 2) having a first portion (Figure 2, 
Reference 34) and a second portion (Figure 2, Reference 52); a first processor (Figure 2, 
Reference 32); and a second processor (Figure 2, Reference 50), wherein the first portion of the 
memory array is directly accessible only by the first processor via a first bus (the first bus is 
coupled, to the first port of memory portion Reference 34, between References 32 and 34; C 6, L 
45-47), and the second portion of the memory array is directly accessible only by the second 
processor via a second bus (the second bus is coupled, to the second port of the memory portion 
Reference 52, between References 50 and 52; C 6, L 55-57). 
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Regarding claim 16, Ingerman discloses the memory array further comprising a third portion 
(Figure 2, References 42 and 48) that is different than the first portion and the second portion, 
wherein the third portion of the memory array is accessible by both the first processor and the 
second processor (C 7, L 17-26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Uchiyama 
et al. (USPN: 5,140,681) in view of Cherabuddi (PGPUB: US 2002/0184445). 

Uchiyama discloses an apparatus comprising a memory array (Figure 5; Figure 2, Reference 5) 
having a first portion (Figure 5, Reference 61) and a second portion (Figure 5, Reference 62), the 
first portion of the memory array being different than the second portion of the memory array, 
wherein the memory array is adapted such that the first portion of the memory array is accessible 
only by a first processor (C 5, L 28-31) and the second portion of the memory array is accessible 
only by a second processor (C 5, L 30-3 1), wherein the memory array further comprises a third 
portion that is different than the first portion and the second portion (Figure 5, References 60 and 
63), the third portion of the memory array accessible by both the first processor and the second 
processor (C 5, L 26-28). Uchiyama does not disclose dynamically altering a size of the first and 
second portion of the memory array depending on an operational load of the first and second 
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processor. However, Cherabuddi discloses dynamically altering a size of the first portion and the 
second portion of the memory array depending on an operational load (indicated by the active 
state of the processor) of the first and second processor (pages 2-3, section [0025] - when the 
system operates in state IT, the first portion size is doubled and the second portion size is zero). 
This feature taught by Cherabuddi provides improved performance by providing efficient 
memory usage based on the operating conditions of the system. Hence, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use Cherabuddi's teachings with the system taught 
by Uchiyama for the desirable purpose of improved performance and efficiency. 

6. Claims 1, 3-4 and 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cherabuddi (PGPUB: US 2002/0184445) in view of Uchiyama et al. (USPN: 5,140,681). 
Regarding claims 1, 3-4, 6 and 9, Cherabuddi discloses an apparatus comprising a memory array 
(Figure 2, Reference 23) having a first portion (Figure 2, Reference 23a) and a second portion 
(Figure 2, Reference 23b), the first portion of the memory array being different than the second 
portion of the memory array (page 2; section [0019]; Hnes 6-9), wherein the memory array is 
adapted such that the first portion of the memory array is accessible only by a first processor 
(Figure 2, Reference 21a) and the second portion of the memory array is accessible only by a 
second processor (Figure 2, Reference 21b) (page 2; section [0023], lines 1 1-19). Cherabuddi 
discloses dynamically altering a size of the first portion and the second portion of the memory 
array depending on an operational load (indicated by the active state of the processor) of the first 
and second processor (pages 2-3, section [0025] - when the system operates in state IT, the first 
portion size is doubled and the second portion size is zero). Cherabuddi does not disclose a third 
portion of memory different than the first and second portion of memory, wherein the third 
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portion of the memory array is accessible by the first processor and the second processor. 
Uchiyama teaches a memory array comprising a third portion that is different than the first 
portion and the second portion (Figure 5, References 60 and 63), the third portion of the memory 
array accessible by both the first processor and the second processor (C 5, L 26-28). This feature 
taught by Uchiyama allows data sharing in the shared partition and allows non-data sharing in 
the private partition, which provides flexibiUty. In Cherabuddi, the partitions are dedicated and 
do not allow for data sharing. Hence, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to use Uchiyama' s teachings with the system taught by Cherabuddi for the desirable purpose 
of flexibility and improved performance. 

Regarding claims 7-8, Cherabuddi discloses the first processor accessing the first portion of the 
memory array substantially simultaneously as the second processor access the second portion of 
the memory array (pages 3-4, section [0034]; - the first and second processor are granted 
exclusive access simultaneously to the first and second amount of memory and thus the first 
processor may read to the first portion of memory simultaneous with the second processor 
writing to the second portion of memory). 

7. Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ingerman 
(USPN: 5,636,361) in view of Cherabuddi (PGPUB: US 2002/0184445). 
Regarding claims 18-19, Ingerman discloses dynamically altering a size of the third portion of 
the memory array depending on the operational load of the system (C 7, L 60-67). However, 
Ingerman does not disclose altering the first portion and the second portion of the memory array 
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depending on an operational load of the first processor or the second processor. Cherabuddi 
discloses dynamically altering a size of the first portion and the second portion of the memory 
depending on an operational load (indicated by active state of the processor) of the first 
processor or the second processor (pages 2-3; section [0025] - when the system operates in state 
IT, the first portion size is doubled and the second portion size is zero). This feature taught by 
Cherabuddi provides efficiency by allocating the memory portions to accommodate the workload 
of the system, which improves the performance of the system. Hence, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to also dynamically 
alter the first and second memory portions of Ingerman's memory array for the desirable purpose 
of eflBciency. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed have been fiiUy considered but they are not persuasive. 
Regarding Applicant's arguments with respect to the teachings of Ingerman, it should be agiain 
noted that claim limitations are examined given the broadest reasonable interpretation. In this 
instance, memory array does not explicitly mean, "not separate". Hence, a memory array may 
comprise more than one memory device. As such, the interpretation used in rejected the claim 
limitations is valid and Ingerman teaches the claimed invention. The cited sections of the 
specification referred to by the Applicant do not reconcile this issue. Neither the specification 
nor the drawings indicate that the memory array means not separate. Additionally, the drawings 
nor the specification illustrate or indicate what a memory device means. The drawings merely 
illustrate a box that contains other boxes. This does not suggest that the array is integrated on 
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packaged within a memory device. It is conventional in technical drawings to use a box to 
describe components which may or may not be integrated within the same circuitry or packaging 
but where such elements are interconnected. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no motivation to combine the references, the 
examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be estabhshed by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art . See In re Fine^ 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and/« re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, it is within the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art that, generally, a system 
that provides different operating functions is flexible, capable of performing different types of 
operations perhaps via the structure of the system, as compared to a system with limited 
functions. One would be motivated to combine the teachings of Uchiyama with the teachings of 
Cherabuddi for the purpose of obtaining a flexible system afforded by allowing data sharing in 
shared partitions and no data sharing in dedicated partitions. Cherabuddi's system is limited in 
that it only provides dedicated partitions with no data sharing. 

The Applicant has asserted that the motivation of flexibihty and improved performance is not an 
objective reason sufficient to establish prima facie obviousness without providing any legal or 
technical basis for such a conclusory statement. 
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As stated previously, the above rejection at issue is a 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection which implies that 
a single reference does not teach all of the claimed limitations. Accordingly a secondary 
reference is provided which teaches that which is not taught in the primary reference. In this 
case, Cherabuddi, in paragraph 3, is relied upon for teaching dynamically altering a first and 
second memory portion depending on an operational load of a first and second processor and not 
for teaching exclusive access to the memory portions, which is aheady taught by the primary 
reference Uchiyama. Hence, the combined teachings of Uchiyama and Cherabuddi disclose the 
claimed invention. 

The Applicant suggests that the combination of Cherabuddi and Uchiyama would yield one of 
ordinary skill in the art to dynamically adapt caches. It should be noted that the test for 
obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into 
the structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly 
suggested in any one or all of the references . Rathen the test is what the combined teachings of 
the references would have suggested to those of ordinarv skill in the art . See In re Keller ^ 642 
F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, AppUcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS firom the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed xmtil after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this conununication or earUer communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kimberly N. McLean-Mayo whose telephone number is 703-308- 
9592. The examiner can normally be reached on M (10:00 - 6:30); Tues, Thr (10:00 - 4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Donald Sparks can be reached on 703-308-1756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
AppHcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBQ at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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